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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since 
this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous 

I 

Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on 07/06/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 8, 14, 2. 3, 4. 17, 5, 6, 7. 20, 15, 16. 18, 19, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Baba Yoshiyuki, (Japan 
Patent 2001-243089, Date of Publication: 07.09.2001). 
Regarding claim 1 : 

Baba Yoshiyuki describes a computer implemented method of automatic 
software testing (section 0001, 0002) comprising: initiating a software test 
comprising a plurality of test portions on a test system (section 0002, 0003); 
providing status information about said software test running on said test system 
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to a common information point (section 0002. 0003), said status information 
comprising identification of any of said plurality of test portions that have been 
completed by said test system and any results from any of said plurality of test 
portions that have been completed (section 0004, 0005), automatically (section 
0001, 0002) reinstalling (section 0004, 0005, 0024, rerun the OS for test) an 
operating system on said test system in response to reinstall command (section 
0004, 0005, 0024, rerun the OS for test) provided by at least one of said plurality 
of test portions (section 0009); querying said common information point to 
determine said status information comprising identification of any of said plurality 
of test portions that were completed by said test system prior to said reinstalling 
of said operating system (section 0009, 0010, 0005, break point, then rerun the 
OS) and any remaining of said plurality of test portions (section 0010, rerun the 
test with break up that hang-up occurs or stopped); and resuming said software 
test at a first of said remaining of said plurality of test portions after said 
reinstallation of said operating system (section 0004, 0005, 0024, rerun the OS 
for test). 
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Regarding claim 8: 

Baba Yoshiyuki describes a computer implemented method of automatic 
software testing (section 0001-002) comprising: installing test driver software 
comprising a plurality of test portions on a plurality of test systems (section 0014- 
0015, 0024 test hardware on computer OS); evaluating said test driver software 
for at least one synchronization requirement (section 0025, to match the 
requirement on the target) within said plurality of test portions (section 0024, 
0025, use break point for different portion of the test); providing a mapping of a 
plurality of virtual test system names to real test system names to said test driver 
software (section 0025, use break point for different portion of the test); providing 
a test status for each of said plurality of test portions completed by each of said 
plurality of test systems to a common information point monitoring said test 
status for each of said plurality of test portions completed by each of said plurality 
of test systems (section 0025, use API module for different hardware, software in 
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the target system) at said common information point to maintain synchronization 
between said plurality of test systems when said test driver software includes 
said at least one synchronization requirement (section 0025, using break point to 
identify synchronization) ; automatically (section 0001-0002) reinstalling an 
operating system (section 0024) on said plurality of test systems in response to 
reinstall (section 0013, 0005 reboot or rerun) command provided by at least one 
of said plurality of test portions (section 0005); querying said common information 
point to determine which of said plurality of test portions were completed by said 
plurality of test systems prior to said reinstalling of said operating system (section 
0005, 13, 25); and resuming said software test (section 0005, 0013, rerun or 
reboot the system) on a next of said plurality of test portions remaining after said 
reinstallation of said operating system (section 0006, 0007, 0010, 0090, use 
break point on the test program, continue when rerun when hang up occurs). 
Regarding claim 14: 

Baba Yoshiyuki describes a computer system for automatic software testing 
(section 0001 , 0002) comprising: a plurality of test computer systems for 
performing a test comprising a plurality of test portions (section 0014, 0015, 
0024, 0128, use API to test computer hardware or software system), said 
plurality of test portions including a command to perform an automatic (section 
0001 , 0002) reinstall of an operating system of at least one of said plurality a test 
master computer system communicatively coupled to said plurality of test 
computer systems (section 0005, 0013, 0014, 0015 rerun or reboot the system), 
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said test master computer system installing a test driver on at least one of said 
plurality of test computer systems (section 0014, 0024); a common information 
point communicatively coupled to said plurality of test computer systems (section 
0014, 0024), said common information point receiving and storing test status 
information for each of said plurality of test portions completed by at least one of 
said plurality of test systems (section 0025, use break point) such that in 
response to an automatic (section 0001, 0002) reinstall of said operating system 
of at least one of said plurality of test computer systems (section 0004, 0005, 
0024, rerun the OS for test,), said test driver will query said common information 
point to determine which of said plurality of test portions were completed prior to 
said reinstalling (section 0004, 0005, 0024, rerun the OS for test) of said 
operating system and which of said test portions remain pending for said at least 
one of said plurality of test computer system (section 0004, 0005, 0024, 0010, 
rerun the OS for test after hang up using break point). 

Regarding claim 2, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes common information point 
is (section 0001, 0002, 0005, break point) on a computer system independent 
from a computer system running said software test (fig. 1, 200). 
Regarding claim 3, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes reinitializing under 
software control (section 0005, 0013, 0009, rerun or reboot the system). 
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Regarding claims 4, Baba Yoshiyuki further querying is started by a start- up 
process, said start up process automatically initiated by said operating system 
(section 0005, 0013, 0009, 0014 rerun or reboot the system). 
Regarding claims 17, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes querying is started by a 
start up process (section 0005, 0013, 0014 rerun or reboot the system), said start 
up process automatically initiated by said operating system (section 0009, 0024). 
Regarding claim 5, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes identification of test portion 
completed (section 0005, break point indentifying). 

Regarding claim 6, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes resuming restarts points 
said software test at point subsequent to a least test portion completed (section 
0005, break point indentifying, section 0004, 0005, 0024, rerun the OS for test) 
Regarding claim 7, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes test system is running a 
different operating system subsequent to said reinstalling than said test system 
was running prior to said reinstalling (section 005, 0009, 0013, 0024, before 
rerun, the system is under 'different OS' as OS changes). 
Regarding claim 20, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes at least one of said 
plurality of test computer systems (section 0024) is running a different operating 
system subsequent to sad reinstalling than said at least one of said plurality of 
test computer systems was running prior to said reinstalling (section 0009. 0024). 
Regarding claim 15, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes master computer is 
distinct from test computer system (fig. 1, 100, 200). 
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Regarding claim 16, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes reinitializing under 

software control (section 0005, 0013, rerun or reboot the system). 

Regarding claim 18, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes status information portion 

of test completed (section 0005, break point indentifying). 

Regarding claim 19, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes resuming restarts to last 

portion completed (section 0005, break point indentifying). 

Regarding claim 9, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes identifying said common 

point of information to said plurality of test systems (section 0005, 0024). 

Regarding claim 10, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes test results are gathered 

from said common point of information (section 0005, break point file). 

Regarding claim 11, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes mapping resides on said 

common point of information (section 0005, break point file). 

Regarding claim 12, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes common point of 

information is a network file system mount point common to all test systems 

(section 0005, break point file). 

Regarding claim 13, Baba Yoshiyuki further describes installing Is responsive to 
a start up. process (section 0013, 0005 reboot or rerun), said start up process 
automatically (section 0001, 0002) initiated by said operating system (section 
0024). 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the amended claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. However, applicant's 
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arguments filed 07/06/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Contact information 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tung S. Lau whose telephone number is 571- 
272-2274. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5:30. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
John Barlow can be reached on 571-272-2269. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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